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| HE general Atarm' oct afion'd by the new OATH of AL- 
LEGEANCE. -gave me no reſt, till 1 got it, and had 
papanypnncd as.well as I conld, the evil which I percerved 
| many 4 dio be int, My Head has been long 
rod weak for a tack of this moment, 1 wai therefare farced to zake 
the help of my Pen, ant perhaps this #06 may be too little. How- 
aver' what my thought ave pon #hel beſt enquiry and moſt ſevious 
deliberation I could uſe, I here make bold to publiſh to the World 
not confiding ſo much in my own judgement, as to hope zt ſhall give 
fall ſatiifattion to thoſe who need it, or ſo much as to ſuppoſe that 3 
wy ſelf may nov hereafter meet "with reaſon enough to chan 
mind; but earneſily defiring that any good Chriſtzan that "Mfrerns 
my Errors (if ſuch there be) wonld be ſo charitdble to me as to les 
me know them, even as publickly as I expoſe them. And there- 
fore world I have zt ſo, that others, if —_ the ſame miſtakes, 
may with me have the- benefit of fo ſeaſonable a Charity. I ſhall 
ever accopnt it.a bappy tion of my weaknels and ignorance, 
which may prevent a Crime either 1m my felf or another. 


Farewel. 


A 2 That 


SELPEDS: PDPSSSPPEES 


That which (I ſuppoſe) I am to Smear in 
taking ths Oath, 


That either Ja. Zhe Second, or K. W. and 
. M. either have, or have not the Legal 
Right to the Crown and Government. 

2. I am not to Swear never hereafter at any 
time tO bear Allegeance to 7a. the Second, though 
his Legal Right ſhall appear, and He ſhall again 
Legally recover it, and Aftually Govern by Law. 
Bur 

3- I am to Swear, that whilt K. W. and 
Q. M. are attually, as now they arc, K. and Q. and 
Govern by Law, 1 will obey them according to 
the Law 1n all things /awfu/ and honeſt and by no 
means endeayour to diſturb or oppoſe them. in their 
Legal Government, but maintain and aſſiſt them in 
my place and ftation, as I ſhall be able, and our 
Laws require. me to. do. 


y | Am not thereby cither to Deny or Aſert, 


A 


— 
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Modeſt and Impartial Enquiry 
INTO 


The Lawiulnels 


Of Taking the N EW 


Path of Allegeance. 


"Hs juſt now met with the ſo- much talk'd of OATH 


of Allegeence, impoſed upon us under the penalties of 
forfeiting both Eſtate and Liberty, I have brought it 
with me, defiring your Opinion of it. 

B, I amnotatall glad to hear, that this Oath, whatever it be, 
is ſo generally impoſed ; very much fearing, leſt, as moſt ſuch mpo- 
fitions have been found to do, ic may do more hurt than good. Yet 
if it be impoſed with ſuch Penalties to be inflicted on them that re- 
Hſe it; we are concern'd to con(ider (eriouſly of it, leſt we either 
wound our Conſciences in taking it, or be too prodigal of our Eſtates 
and Liberty in refuſing it.. Pray let me hear the words of ic. 

A. The words of the Oath are theſe. 


1 A. B. Do ſincerely Promiſe and Swear, That I will be Faithfut, 
and bear true Allegeance to Their Majeſties King WILLLAM 
and Queen MART. 


B. The 


$Er 

'B, The beſt way to diſcern whether or no this Oath may be 
lawfully (worn by us, will be (as I think) to enquire if it may 
be ſworn according to God's direfions, ( Fer. 4. 2.) in Truth, in 
Tudgment, and in Righteouſneſs. 

A. I am of the ſame Opinion. And frff, Do you think it may 
be (worn in Truth ? 

B, Seeing this is a Promiſſory Oath, to (wear it in Truth, ſeems 
to me nothing: elſe, but :7uly, or (as the word in'the Oath is ) 
one to intend co perform what we Promiſe. - And this we 
may do. 

A. Yes, if we Promiſe no 1mpoſble, Vain, or Unlawful thing, 

B, That it is neither Impoſſible, nor Yain, ſuppoſing it not Ur- 
lawful or Unrighteows, 1 think we may be ealily atished-; and there- 
= we need, only enquire, whether it may be ſworn in. Righte- 
onſnefs. k 
; Yea, but it is neceſlary alſo that it' be (worn in Fadgment ; 
What ſay you to that ? | 

B. It we know and conſider well, #har, Why; and to what End 
we ſwear, and after a rational. deliberation are ſatisfied .in mind, 
that the thing we promiſe is neither /mpoſſible, Vain, nor Unjuſt ; 
we {wear in '7#dgment. And therefore what concerns us chiefly to 
examine, is, if it may be ſworn in Righteouſneſs. 

A, Iſeeplainly it is fo. May we then ſo ſwear it? 

B, If we may {wear it without any wrovg: to: God, our Neigh- 
bour, or our Selves; I think you will granc we may Gear it in 
Righteouſneſs. 

A. 1 grant we may. 

B. Wrong is done to God, when we break his Commundnents, 
What Law of God then ſhall we break in taking this Oath ? 

A. Tam afraid leſt we ſhould thereby break all the Laws of 
God commanding Obedience to our Lawfn! Governonrs, and thoſe al- 
ſo that forbid YVaiz-ſwearing and Perjury. 

B., No Law of God commanding Obedience to Lawfn! Anutho: 
rity, is broken by ſwearing Alegeance to' our Lawful King and 

HEEN, 

4. That's true; but if they be not ſo, and Another be our 
Lawful King, in {wearing to bear that Alegearce to Them; which 3 
dnd to Hmalone, we break the Laws of Obedience to our Lanj 
Governonrs, _ a 

B. You lee then, no wrong is done to God in working tis 

aws 
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Laws of Obedience to Lawful Governours, but by doing wrong to 
our Neighbour, I mean Him who is our Lawful Governovr. We are 
therefore no farther concern'd here, but to ſee that nv wrong be 
done to Him. 

A. And this we ought very carefully to ſee to, before we can 
take this Oath. 

B. Ir is very true, and in order to this, we are firſt to conſider 
who this Lawful King is, whom we may wrong by taking the 
Oath, 

A. T imagine we are all ſatisfied, that JAMES the II. had a 
Legal Right to our Allege.mnce, 

B, I doubt it not. 

A. And I am not yet ſatisfied, that He either hath loſt, or could 
loſe that Righr. 

B. Ifhe could ceaſe to be Lawful Xing, he could loſe that Right 
to our Alegeance. 

A, That cannot be denied. 

B, If he could ceaſe to be ſuch a Xing, as by the Conſtiturio:: 
of the Kingdom, our Kings muſt be, he could ceaſe to be Lawf il 
King, 

A. T think that is alſo plain enough. 

B. Andl think it is as plain, that our Conſtirntion admits of no 
King that will not be limited in his Government by the Laws, Ours 
being no Abſolute, but a Mixed and Limited Monarchy. 

A. Are we lure of that ? 

B, Weare, I think, (ure, That the King's Wil is not the mea- 
fure of his Power, but (as K. CHARLES the Firſt of bleſſed Me- 
mory acknowledged) The Law is the Meaſure of bis Will; That He 
is only our Liege, or Legal Soveraign, and the duty we owe him is 
Allegeance, Or a Legal Obedience; that the Laws and Cuſtoms of this 
R have ever been accounted the Rule of Government ; that the 
Regal Power hath been ordinarily confined to them; that theſe 
Laws whereby he is bound to Govern, are neither Made nor Inter- 
preted by hx ſole 4wthoricty, but by the concurrence of the other 
Eſtates of the Realm. If all this make it nor evident that this is 
no Abſolute, but a Limited Monarchy, nothing can. 

A. Wil it hence follow, that a Legal King can ceaſe to be fo? 

B, I think it will very clearly. For ſeeing our Conſtirution al- 
lows of no Abſolute Monarch, if any King refuſe to be limited by 
Law in his Government, and will be Abſo!nte, making his Wil 

only 
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only Law by which he will Govern, he ceaſeth to be Lawful Kin 
of this Realm ; becauſe he is-become ſuch as the Conſtiturion will 
not bear. | 
A. Shall He hereby loſe his Right to Govern ? 

B. Not his Right to Govern by Law if he will do ſo, and he hath 
no other &;zht that I know of. 

A. Thenit ſeems he may be Lawful or Rightful King ill, tho' 
he unjuſtly claim an Abſolute Power; for he may be relirained by 
Laws 1n the Exerciſe of his Power, 
 B. Laws indeed may preſcribe the Limits of his Power, but how 
ſhall they confimve Him within thoſe Limits, if he will be Arbitrary 
and Boundleſs * What ſignifies a Limitaticn that can limit him no 
farther than he will be limited > Will he not be as A4b/ſolure notwith- 
ſtanding ſuch Laws, as he could be without them, if he can for- 
feit no Right by tranſgreſſing them ? 

A, Muſt a King needs loſe his &ight to Govern, by zny ttanſgreſ(- 
{ion of the Laws, whereby his Authority is limited? | 

B, By no means. Nay all tolerable tranſgreflions of the Law, and 
very many and great grievances ought to (1 ny rather than the 
Peace and Saferyof a Kingdom ſhould be hazarded by diſturbing the 
Government, Neither do 1 think that a King can forfeit his Right 
to govern, ſo long as by any means the may be reduced to a Legal 
exerciſe of his Authority, or will be content to Reign without the 
ſubverſion of the Government, and the ruine of his people. 

ED How ſhall we underſtand when he will not be content with 
ens ? 

B. Whenafter all Legal means uſed for his due information and 
juſt refraint ; he ſhall either by Wordor Deed manifeſtly-&eclare'it to 
be his reſolution to be Arbitrary, and no longer to be limited by any 
Law but his own W:4.. 

A. But the King has a Divine Right, his Power is of God, and can 
be forfeit that by tranſgrefſing the Laws of Men ? 

B. When you ſay, His power «s of God, is this your meanings That 
this very individual Perſon, ſuppole it FAMES the Second, was 
zamed or pointed out by God ( as Saul and David were ) tobe King 
yea and Abſolute Monarch of this Realm ? 

A. TI have no ſuch meaning, 

B. Then youcan meanno more, but that Government int every 
Nation is of Divine Inſtitution, and when any Perſon is once Legally 
inveſted in it, whether the Authority be convey'd to him by Elettior: 
or Succe//ion, 1t 15 of God. A, That 


_— — OR CC A Ae an en 


"< mb. — ——_ 


= i. — CO — 


| $ # 

A. That is my meaning. l ND 

B. Then that Authority is neither more nor lefs, than He or They 
by whom 'tis derived unto him, & or were inveſted in by the Funda- 
mental Conſtitution of the Kingdom, provided it be ſufficient for the 
ends of Government. | 

A. T have nothing to ſay againſt that at preſent: 

B, I hopewe may alſo take it for granted, That the Right the 
King hath from God, is to be 4 Minifter of God for the good of his Peg- 
ple, that under him they may lead quiet and peaceable lives in all God- 
lineſs and Honeſty, and that they through whom this Right was con- 
veyd to him never conſeated or meant that he ſhould abuſe it to 


their hurt or ruine. 


A. This cannot be gainſaid. 
B. Thenl think a King in declaring his reſolutionnot to regard 


the right ezds of Government, nor any Law but his own Will, tho” it 
tend not to the preſervation, but ſ#bverſion of the eſtabliſhed Govern- 
ment,not to the prozeing, but the inſlaving or ruining his people ;De- 
clares his reſolution to be no longer lawful King, either by Divine or 
Human Right. Deſtroying theOriginalConſtitution of the Government, 
he undermines and Subverts his own Authority thereby, and abſolves 
his Subjects from Allegeance to him. 

A. This being a weighty point, Idefirea little better to under- 


ſtand it. 

B, The King holds his Crown, as his SubjeRts do their Liberties 
and Properties, by the Laws and Cuſtoms of the Kingdom : if he there- 
fore ſubvert that whereon his Authurity ſtands, the Legal Conſtiration 
of the Kingdom, he muſt needs overthrow his own Legal Azthority, 
All that we owe him is 4 Legal Obedience ; deſtroyin? the Laws he 

uits that, and onely challengech what we oive him not, aud there- 
ore intruth we owe him nothing. 

A. By what you have faid, I am now convinced that a Legal 
King may ceaſe tobe ſo, and when he ceaſes to be ſo, no Allegeznee 
can be due unto him. The next thing to be examined is, whethet 

AMES the 2d who was once Our Lega! K3ng,have ceaſed or no to 
any longer ſo. What think you of thar ? 

B. That we muſt now examine, by applying to Ei;m what we 
have already (aid. If Z#ethen hath in effect declared, that he would 
no longer rule us as. his. Legal Sbjets by Laws, but as Slaves b 
an Arbitrary Power ; he hath quitted his Lanful Aurbority, whic 
was all he had, and afſimed > Aurberty which is nons of his ; 

an 


and thereby hath abſolved us from our Alegeance to Him: 


..4,.. How did hedeclare this, when in his Declaration he promiſed” 


to poet us in our Rights and Properties ? 

, What {ignifies a Verbal promiſe, which was in Deed broken al- 
moſt as ſoon as made? All it teacherh us is, not to believe ſuch pro- 
miſes again, till we can have better evidence of his intentions, and 
_onge) ſecurity too for the performance than I know which way he 
can give us. 

A. Butwhere do you find his Declaration not to Govern by 


we | 

B. Inhis challenging to himſelf expreſly an Ab/olute Power, and 
requiring to have his will obey'd without reſerve. In Suſpending ſome 
Laws for ever, and Diſpenſing with others at pleaſure, and calling this 
his Right and Prerogative. In Licenſing perſons to a&t in Office contra- 
ry to Law, and putting them out of Otfice that wonld not own' and 
aſlert his Right ſo todo. In impoſing legal things, and puniſhing ſuch 
as according to their known 4uty only in the moſt Legal way Peri- 
tion'dto be excuſed. In erefting Megal Conrrs in an Arbitrary way, to 
eje& men out of their undoubred Free-holds, meerly for adhe- 
ring to the Laws. In treating with, and receiving a Nuncjofrom 
that Forreign Power which the whole Nation is ſworn to oppoſe. In 
admitting an order of men into his Privy-Council, for which it is Trea- 
Jon to enter the Kingdom. In uſing baſe Arts to pack Parliaments 
of men by Law diſabled for that truſt. In over-awing the people in- 
to ſubmiſſion to his Arbitrarineſs by an Army kept a foot-in times of 
peace. 1add no more but this only, in Deſerting his people, leavin 
them without means of Government, and to the mercy of a dil- 
banded Army, and meerly becauſe he would not hearken to any 
Treaty, or endure to hear of being tied to Govern by Law. 

A, I wonder you ſay nothing of the death of the Earl of Eſſex, or 
of the Prince of Wales, or of the League with France. 

B. I fay nothing, but what is notorious to all the World, and 
cannot be denied. 

A. In order to our Swearing this Oath in Fudgment,”tis neceſſary 
we be well inform'd of the rruth of all this as matter of Fa#, and 
farcher in point of Law, whether all this will null his Anthority, 

B. You and I being private Ferſons, and neither Lawyers nor 
Stareſmen, what courſe could we take for our. Information, bur what 
has beea taken? rhe Peers did perſonally Convene, and all of us in 
our Repreſentatives, tO Examine, Conſult and Conclude as there - 

| i caule. 
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cauſe. Theſe have found the matter of Fa?, anddeclared thereup- 


on the Throne to be vacant, and have again hlled ir. 

A. Filled it indeed, but how 2 If FAMES the 2d have left ic 
vacant, why was it not filled with the next undoubted Heir ? 

B. F AMES the 2d loſing his Anthoriry, it muſt either lapſe 
to the Nation, or deſcend to the next Heir. If it lapſed, gur Repre- 
ſentatives have anew diſpoſed of ir, and their a& is good. If it 
deſcended, they have done the next Heir right, ſhe is in the 
Throne. 

A. Yes jointly with another who hath all the Power and She 
the empty Tile. 

B. The whole Adniniſtration you mean,- not all the Power : and 
whatever He hath we may juſtly ſuppoſe *tis with Her conſent, - The 
Crown was tender'd to both, accepte bh both, (et on the heads of borh, 
and the Oath of Allegiance is to both, 

A. Think you the Determination of this Conventionenough to war- 
rant us in Conſcience to take this Oath. 

B. God's written Word ( the beſt Rule of Conſcience) commands us 
only in general, Al/egeazce to the Higher Powers, There is now a dif- 
pute whether the Supream Power be in FAMES the 2dorin WIL- 
LIAM and MARY, The Scripture will not tell us io which it is. 
Who then ſhall > The Laws of the Land youll ay, But you and I 
arenotread in the Laws. Who then but t inet Bancky wo of 
the _ If we muſt not reſt in their Determination, wherein may 
TE reſt? | 

3» To re on their determination is one thing, to ſwear ano- 
ther. | 

B, To reſt on their determination implies a Legal Obedience 
to King WILLLAM and Queen AKT, and that's all is meant by 
Allegeance. 

A. And Iam reſolved to yield it them. 

p B. Why then may you not /wear to do, what you reſolve to 
0? ; 

A. Becauſe in this Oath I ſeem to aflert their Righe which is yet 
doubtful. | | 
. B. Iamſurewe do not in this Oath expreſty aflert any Right they 

ave, 

A. But it ſeems that Implicicly at leaſt we do. For they are here 
Ntiled Their Majeſties, and are called Xing and Queen, and it muſt be 
ſuppoſed they are ſo, when wel {wear Alegeance to them, ns yr 
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(8) 
Oath is a Mockery, and « taking God's name in vain, © 

B. Buris it implied, that they are Lawful and Rightful King and 
Queen, and that we afert them to be ſo, as we did expreſly do in the 
late Oath of Allegeance ? 

A. I think this is implied, for Allegeance .is dueto ſuch only, and 
that's it we ſwear. 

B. Whois to interpret an Oath where the meaning is dubious ? 

A. The Impoſers of it- 

B, Was therenot a debate among them about theſe words Law- 
Ful and Rightful > And were they not purpoſely left out, leſt they 
ſhould create Scruples in them who are to take the Oath ? 

A. *Tis {aid it was (o. 

B. Towhat paroole was this omiſſion of thoſe words, if what they 
fignify muſt ſtill be lJook'd upon as implied in the Oath ? 

A. I knownot that. Burt I am ſure ifthis benot implied, it ſeems 
to me a very vain, and therefore unlawful Oath. 

3B, Why (0? | | 

A. Becauſe admitting this, we ſwear as good as nothing. For Al- 
legeance being that Obedience which is due by the Laws to our Law- 
ful Soveraign, if they be not Lawful King and Queen, no ſuch obedience 
can be due tothem by the Laws and ſwearing no other, I ſwear as 
good as nothing, a very vain Oath, 

B. Itis granted, that the Laws preſcribe and bound the Obedience 
which is due to our Lawful Soveraign, ſo that no other hath a right by 
Law to that Obedience, nor need we by Law to pay him any other ; and 
in this ſenſe 'ris called Allegeance, 

A. But how can we ſwear to pay that which is 4#e to our Lawfu! 
Sennciens and to him only, to thoſe whom we need not ſuppoſe to 

0 R 

B, May we not in many caſes ſwear to pay one that which is ng 
by any Law beforehand his right and due ? And will not ſuch an Oath 
create to hima right and due, which was not his before ? 

A, I grantitin ſome caſes, but not where it will beto anothers 
wrongs and it muſt needs. be a wrong toour Lawfwl Soveraign to pay 
his 4«e to another. A 

B, Tho' the Legal Sovergign alonecan Challenge our Allegeance 
as his Debr and Dwe ; may we not promiſe the Ike obedience to ar 
ther without wrong to him 2 I owe you. by bond Twenty pounds, may I 
not pay the like Sum to another, to whom T owe it not, without wrong- 
ing you? Or may I not Promiſe and Swear to him beforehand todo i, 

an 


69) 
and make it ſo a Legal debt, tho no Law bouhd me before either to 
promiſe or pay it ? 

A. Without doubt youmay, ſo you pay me too what you owe 
me. But how we can {wear Alegeance, to W. and M. as King and 
Queen, and yet pay our Alegeance to our Lawful Soveraign, ſupgoſing 
2nother be ſo, I ſee not. This were to /erve two Maſters, to fer up 
two Soveraign Powers inone Kingdom, © and indeed to ſwear 1mpoſi- 
bilities, ; | 

B. I pay the Service I owe to one man as to my Maſter, whoſe « 
it is. I pay the like Service to another whoſe dre it is not, nor. own 
I him thereby for my Maſter : To the. one Tay a debr, , an the'0s 
ther I beſtow a large/s or b99n. I pay my  Alegeance td. 'my Saver gign 
as far as Ican. I yield the like oberience 'to another, not”2$ my” So- 
veraign. but as one whom I have other reaſviiy thus'to oblrge: The 
former has his d#e, the later more than is-due, but no more than I 
think fit. Where's now the Impoſſibility or Injuſtice? A penny was 
one labourer's due, and a pemny was more than was dne to another 3 
yet Fo they paid alike, the one had no wrong, nor the or her 100 
MHCN, ' ; 

A. YetlT ſeenot how this can be done in our preſent cafe. _ 

B., Our Caſe is this: The Impſers of this Oathhave concluded, 
That FAMES the 2d is no longer our Lawful Soveraign, but WILL: 
44 and MARY. Yetdo they not require that we ſhould expreſly 
ſwear this, but only that we will, whilſt chey govern us, obey them 
in.all their Legal C ommands, which 15 the very ſame and all which we 
are bound by Law to-do towards our Lawful Sovereign, if any other be 
ſo. And our Lxeſtion is, Whether-we may ſwear this or no? 

A; 1 think we may not, becauſe it is not certain that arother is 
not our Lawful King, and we may not {wear away his Rohr. 

B, TIfall that was ſaid above be true, F AMES the 2d. is not our 
Lawful King. Yet we are willing at preſent to ſuppoſe it doubrful 
whether he be or no, and what has been laſt aid is in order to their 
Satisfaction who yet dowbr of this. | 
| 4: Wemay not ſwear he isnot- Lawful King, whilſtwe doubt of 
i” | . y 
B.. Neither are we required to ſwear it, but only to be 0- 
_ to the Preſent King and Que:n, ruling by the Laws of this 

CALM. 


A, Do you think we may ſwear this, whilſt we dowbe that another 
may be wrong'd by it ? 


B, Muſt 
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.B, + Muſe the Nation, beungovern'd till all our doubts about the 
: Government and Right to Govern be removed ? 

A.. I ſay not o, for Government is God's Ordinance, which no peo- 
ple can wilfully and innocently be without. 

B. Who mult Govern it in the mean time ? 

A.®' Heſhould whoſe right it is. 
_ B; True, but He, whom you now ſuppoſe to have the right, has 
deſerted the Government, and cannot Govgrn, 

A. Poſlibly, he was drivez out by force. 

'B. . They whomwe: intruſted Jenquire intothat and other things 

do.aflure us he was nor. Who-ſhould drive him away ? 
A bs "7-0 07..and Dy, rents | 
_©B.. . Then the Br, by the help of his: 4giſtavrs is become a Congue- 
rorzand If Congueſt create; ſo good a Right, ithat ſome have theught ic 
the beſt Tiz/e that any of our Kings could have, and thence have ar- 
gued that they were Av/olyte Afonarchs,- why hath not King WIL Lf- 
AM as $299 Rzght as any that were before him ? 
' A. I haveng mind to difpyte about chat. . 
''B. Nor need you, for I think 'tis plain enough that F AMES the 
24d voluntarily torlook the Kingdotn, 
: A, Had: nor. been fit however © to have treated with bim about 
returning $0 his Governmexs, betore another was ſeated in his Throne 7 

B, Had they-who are beſt able ro judge what's fit in ſuch a caſe 
taken that courſe, I ſhould have thought no worſe of chem for it, be- 
caule might have tended to many men's better Sarisfattion, Yet I 
contels I.cannot ſee to, what orber putpolſe it would have been. For 
either he would have disdain'd ſuch a Treaty, as below him, or he 
would not have conſented to govern by Law; or if bewould, he could 
not have given us betterſurzace that he wouid do ſo, than he bad 
beforehand given us that he would nor. 

A. Why then had we not rather a Regent in his name, than a King 
in his ſtead? . _ ; 
* BZ. Had he beeneither fant or Lunatickzthis, might have done, 
' but to a Per/oy of his Age," Texper and Religion, A Prijes and a Fetter 
would have been as eaſy as a Regent. To be thort, 'tis fit the Narionin 
his abſence (hould:be well govern'd, 4nd who-titter for the Govern- 
meut, than the next Heir, or He who hath it by.her conſent > And 
whilſt they Govern by Law,'tis our duty to obey them, and what ir 
is our dy to dog] think; we miy ſwear to do. - 

A. But not if we doubt whether it be our dzty or no, 
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B. I pray conſider it well. The wrong done ro another, if any at 
all, is to One who will not exerciſe his-Righe as he ought-'to do, and 
you do no more but 4oxbr: whether he be wroxg'd or no. Whar is rhis 
in compariſon of the Wrong which a whole Kingdom ſuſtains for want 
of Goverriment ? And Government it muſt Want if we will nor obey'our 
preſent Governors, | 

A. Yet this ſeems no better than doing of evil that good may come. 

B. Governnieat isa necellary'good, iieicher can obedience to Gover- 
ors, be they Lairful or no, mthings'F«/r and Lega!, for the pyblick 
goad, be-any evil. . | ids (49 C3 4 Sn keng 

A. The evil I ſhall be guilty of Swearing this Oarh ſeemsto me 
very great, even no leſs than Perjury:'- 

B.. I confeſs thats an evil not xo be ventured on to ſave a world 
from Goring, No greater wro#g/catibe dotte to God than this. 'Bur 
why muſt we be guilty of Perjary upon this account ? ; 

A. . Have we not already ſworn Altegeance to another > How 
then can we ſwear this new Oath of Alegeance without Perju- 
ry ? 

B, Did we ſwear Alegeanceto another abſoturcly and for ever, or 
only for ſolong as he ſhould be Lawfw King, and our Allegeance his 
right and due. 

A. Without all diſpute for /o long only. | 

B. Then if at any time : prove to be no longer his right and 4xe, 
or he any way ceaſe to be Lawfal King, we are abſolved from that 
Oath, and at Liberty to (wear the ſame to another whoſe right and 
due it is become. Did we f{ivear that He who then was rightful King, 
would always be fo, or that we would bear him Alegeance when he - 
ſhould nor be fo ? 

.A.. We muſt have been mad-to ſwear thar. 

B. The Perjury then you are afraid of is only on ſ#ppoſition that he 
to whom you {wore is as much ow our Lawful King, as then he was 3 
for if he be not ſo, your -41/:geance is at an end, and your Oath teo. 
Do you think we are bound by that Oath, not to live in Obedience and 
Swbjettion to the” Preſent K, and Q. whilſtthey command by Law 
things Juſt and Lawful? 

A. TI am not well fatisfied as to thar. | 

B. If we be not thereby obliged, nor ro obey their Legal Commands, 
then may we obey them,and then may we, whea call'd to ir, for their 
Satisf tion and our own ſafety, ſwear to obey them. If we be obliged 
rot to obey them, thea is it unreaſonable- we ſhould expe their 'Pro- 

tettion, 
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teftion. But I think, that if that Oath bind us yet at all, it binds us 
either roobey our preſent Governors, Or tO oppoſe and reſiſt them all we 
can poſiibly. 

A. Why think you ſo ? 

B. Our preſent King-and Queey are either the Lawful Succeſſors of 
himto whom that Oath was (worn, or they are Invaders and Uſur- 
pers. abc 
...,4; They muſt needs I think be one of the two. | 
-.\B. It,chen they.be his Lawfwlgiher Hers or Succeſſors,: and that 
Oath be yet binding, it binds to obey them, for in it-we ſwore Alle- 
geaxce to his Majeſty, his Heirfand Scteſſors. | 5th 

A. That cannot be denied. ..: ; - 

B. . And if they 'be Invaders and Uſurpersof the Soveraign Authori- 
ty, and that;0h be ſi binding, then doth it bind us not/only nor 29 
obey them, but co oppoſe and refit chem with all our might. - For. we 
then ſwore to Aſſiſt and Defend to our power all Furiſdiftions, Priviledges 
Pre-emmences and Authorities granted or belonging. to His. Majeſty, His 
Heirs and Succeſſors, or united and annexed to the Imperial Crown of this 
Realm. How can we to our power aſſiſt and defend theſe, and not with 
all our might cppoſe and reſiſt the Invaders of them ? 

A. Thad not well con{ider d this. 

B. We (worealfo to defend 10the uttcrmoſt of our power His Majeſty 
againſt all attempts whatſoever made againſt His Perſon,Crown or Dignity, 
and to erdcavour to diſcloſe and malg known to him all Ireaſons andTraite- 
roxs Cornfpiracies made agar ſi kim, 

A. *Tis true we did fo. 

B. Well chen, if that Oath bind us not, we are not becauſe of it 
guilty of Ferjury, if we take this New Oath : Pur if it do ſtill bind us, 
then are we guilty of / erzaury, not only if we ſwear this new Oath, 
but if we do not to our «rem ſt power oppoſe and re/iſt the preſent 
K. and 2. or if we do not di/clyſe and ».ake known to F AMES the 
II. whatever we know of any thing by them, or any other attempted 
againſt him. .- 

A. KEtnat Oath biad us to all this, how can we ſwear Allegeance 
to anmne?—_ | 

B. I confeſs we cannot on that #ppoſirion : but why then ſhould 
it more bind us from telng this Oath, than to the doing of all that I 

have now mentioned? Why, do we pretend to fear the guilt of Fer- 

jury in the oze, and not in the other * Why conlider we not that if it 

binds us not to 7e/ife; them,.it binds us co Obey thein, and then are wy 
cr jive 
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perjured if we obey them - not, and certaialy that we may ſwear to do, 
which we apeperjared if-we do not. A” 

A. Iconfeſs theſe things donor a little ſtartle me. 

B. Will you give me leave to ask you. if you pray for thepreſen; 
XK. and 2. asit is nqw ordered ? i 

A. Yes, I may and muſt pray for all men, and even for Enemies. 

B. But can you »/e,or join in the publick, Prayers for them accord: 
ing to order calling chem in your devout addreffes to God,your Sove- 
raign:Lord and Lady, your moſt. Religious and Gracious King and Queen; 
ns praying that God would ſrrengthen them to, vangquiſh and overcome 
all their Enemies. That God would rule the hearts of his choſen Ser- 
vants, 'W. and M. that we duly conſidering whoſe Anthority they have, 
may Faithfully ſerve, honour and humbly obey them, Can you pray thus ? 

A. 1 hear many do, who yet (cruple the caking this Oath. 

B. Andyet I muſtneeds ſay, I cannor imagine for what reaſon 
they can do the one and refuſe the other: For they expreſly own 
them to God in Prayer to be, what they are not tied expreſly ro own 
them in the Oath ; and they pray that God would grant them to do 
as much as the Oath binds them to do. 

A, The Clergy will be moſt concern'd'to anſwer that; however Þ 
hope you do not think it any argument for taking the Oarh, for no 
man is warranted by doing one evil to venture. on another, ERIN. 

B. I uſe it notas an Argument to prove the taking of the Oath to 
be lawf#!, but propound 1t as a thing deſerving their conſideration 
whodare not take the Oath, and yet venture thus-to Pray ; I con- 
ceiving it as lawful to do both as to do either ; and not finding that 
w_ iS any danger in not doing the one more than in not doing the 
other. 

A. Let us keep to the queſtion before us. Tam ſatisfied, that if 
FAMES the II. be not yet our Lawful King, and if K. WILLIAM 
and Q. MART have a good Title, we may Swear Allegeance to them, 
but not otherwiſe. 

B, TI am farisfied, that this Monarchy is no Abſolute, but a Limited 
Monarchy ; that therefore any King of England, that will not be Li- 
mited according to the Fundamental Conftirution of this Government, 
is no longer Legal King of England ;, that FA MES the II. hath ſuper- 
abundantly ſhewn that he would not be ſo Limited ; and therefore 
thathe is no longer Legal K ing of Enpland. 

A. Andare you allo ſatisfied, that K. WILLIAM and Q, MA- 
AY have a good Right and Title. | 

B. .I 
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.'B.-.T am ſatisfied, that we have no reaſon to believe there is in 
being {ſuch athing as atrue Prince of IV, ales, and that therefore the 
PRINCESS of OXANGE was the, Kightful Heir 5, that being made 
(Q. of England, ſhe hath her Right 3 and the Prince of ORANGE, 
being by Her Conſent join'd with Her in the Government, and having 
the Sole Adminiſtration thereof committed to him, and both of 
them having accepted of the Crown upon theſe Terms, He is alſo 
rightful King of. England, | | 

A. Tf this be {o, we.may lawfully Swear-chis Oath. But, . put 
the caſe, that ſome there be, and it may be not a-few, who really 
think,that Fames the 1I. 1s yet our Legal K ing,and that W. and 2. are 
but /rvaders.of the Regal Dignity.may theſe Swear Allegeance to them? 

B., Is He whom they will have our Legal King in a preſent capacity 
to Govern Us ? . 

4. . No, but He might be,wene he peaceably ,xecal'd and invized 
£0 Ir. gp. ; : | 

B. Have they any reaſon to hope,. that returning, He would be 

content topardon all that is paſt, and to Govern by the eſtabliſh'd 
Laws for the future, never endeayouring to ſettle Popery by vio- 
lence, nor to re-allume an Arbitrary Authority ? 
...A. . I cannot conceive rvhat. reaſon any , one, can , have to hope 
this, or what affiirance &e could give us that he wquld be ſo contenc. 
_,B.._ Suppoſe then He were re-cal'd and re-inthroned, and ſhould 
bring in his. beloved. Counſelors the Jeſuits along with him, and fall 
t9 the old trade again, would theſe men patiently ſuffer their Feli- 
gion, Liberties and Properties, and poſſibly Lives too to be invaded 
and arfiro y , and the whole Nation and Governmeat ruin'd.? 

A, I hope they would not. 

B. What courſe then would they.take to ſecare and preſerve theſe 
things? 

By They i ou!d poſhbly think of ſettingup a Regerr, or putting 
the command of the Army into other hands, and fo leave im only 
the Name and Tile of King; I know not what elſe could be done, 

B. And would notthis be a. violation of the former Oath of Al 
legeance, as well as what is nozv done,? 

4. Ithink it would. | 

B, To!etthat paſs, can they, hope He would be withngly {0 con- 
fined and reſtrained, and not endeavour by the aſliſtance cf all his 
Eriends art kome or abroad to recover his Abſolute Power ? 

4. Norational man that knows him can 1inagine it. 
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B, And ifhe ſhould thus attempt by force to ſubdue us to his 
Will, would theſe men fit quiet, and not make any reſiſtance, bur ſuf- 
fer not only this Nation to be inflavet and ruin'd, but alſo the Pro- 
reſtant Religion brought into the extreameſt danger of being quite ex- 
tirpated throuzhout the World ? 

A. Surely they would be wiſer than to ſuffer this. 

B. Well then, He isin a preſent incapacity to Govern us, and no 
hopes have we that if he were recall'd he would prote&t us by the 
Laws, butrather endeavour to deſtroy both «- and our Laws ; and if 
he ſhould endeavour this, as he hath already 'done, either we maſt 
ſuffer it when it is in our power to prevent it, and {o.be Acceſories to 
it; or we muſt take the (ame courſe that is -ow taken; I can think 
of noother, unleſs they ſhould think that of Forry Eight better, as I 
hope they will not. 

A. TI hope (o too. | 

i: B. -Till' then He can be- if a capacity to Govern ns, ſhall we be 
ungovern'd, and {o expoſed to our Enemies mercy abroad, and-live in 
Confuſion at home ? 

A. That's not fit. 

B. If we muſt be govern'd, why notrather by our pre *#t. Gover- 
ors than by others ? | ly oy 

A. Becauſe they arethought 1rovaders and Uſurpers, 

B. So would any other from' abroad,ind- they at hame,ſhould they 
undertake the Government;' would be thought U/arpers, Rebels ahd 
Traytors ;, and fo, tho' we- muſt he governed, yet none mult be: 
thought fir to Govern. * a 

A. Whatthen I pray is your Opinion: in this caſe ? | 

B. Government being God's Ordinance, 'and the ;eud of it,nexr to 
his glory, being the ſafery and welfiwwe gf the whote Nation; and the 
maintaining it 1n the-exerciſe of Piery'and Fuftice, Peace arid good 
Order ; we ought not to reſt comtentedly withonr tt ;. and whilſt He 
who is ſuppoſed to be our Legal King is under” int mcatacity of go- 
verning us, or will not Govern us by -Law, but by his own Wit, 
whereby the-true eds of Government will, be loft to us, which is 
evidently our-caſe;- and: orhers inthe mean'tithe undertake the Go- 
vernment; and: manage it /ega/ty and-hopefiully as to.the attaining of 
all thoſe ends : bam verily perſwaded we my and ought to obey them, 
whatever Tic/echey have, 10 long -as they are atnally our Governors. 
And if we may obey them, ſeeing the publick peace and welfare depends. 
{ much upon it, we may allo Swear to obey them. | 

| 4 hb 
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”A.. T.know not how this will relih with ſome: 

B. Neither is it our concern:how it will ;. but eicher we oughe 
to obey in this cafe, and may Swear obedience when call'd to it, or we 
muſt hazard -wilfxly, not > our perſonal, but the Nations peace and 
ſafety, yea, and that of this Proteſtame Church, and for ought I know 
of all others ; we muſt diſobey Them in their juft and legal. commands 
(obedience to no other. being required) to whom under God we owe 
as great a Deliverance as ever was wrought for this Kingdom, and 
our preſent free enjoyment of our Religion, Laws, Eſtates, Lives and 
Liberties ; we muſt voluntarily run.into confuſcon, or put our Necks 
into the Yoak of Tyranny, and all this meerly for. the ſake- of Ore 
who has dore his utmoſt indeavour to enflave and rin us, ard we 
have tco gocd aſſurance that he would do 1o again whenever it ſhould 
be in his power. Whether this would be a wiſe and commendable 
thing I leave to your conſideration. 

A. Ifthere bereaſon for it, tho' it be not-thought wiſe, yet may 
it be juſt and commendable, 

B, Andif it be not j»/t, as I think it is not, no reaſen. can be 
given for it. 

A. They ſay tis a wroxg to another, which muſt not be done, 

B, Tay, 'tis no wrong to him who is in an incapacityto Govern, tg 
obey them who can and will Govern-us by our Laws, whilſt he is un- 
der that incapaciry. And he is ſo, not only whilſt he is, as: hey will 
have it, in exile ; but ſo long as he will nos Govyern according to 
Law. The good reaſon then that we have not to obey, or not to Swear 
to obey our preſent K. and ©. is this : Becauſe we think a Legal Obe- 
dience, that is, Allegeance,due to Him only, to whom we are tco well 
aſſured it will not be acceptable, becauſe it.is not an ilega! one, or, 
becauſe we think. Ze hath ſomething to ſay for a X#ight to Govern vs, 
which he has declared he will not exerciſe but contrary to the C onſti- 
ention on which that Right, ifany, muſt be founded, and contrary to 
the welfare and happineſs of his Kingdom ; that #s, becauſe he claims 
a Right which neither God or Max ever gave him, to govern only b 
his own Wil, All comes to this. they think he hath a Righr which 
he will not »ſe, and which they would gize him, but, he-will not 
thank.them for it; andhe challenges a Right which they cannot own, 
and will have that yielded bim, or he will have zone. 

This let. us.now well conſeder, and the wile Gad. direct us. 


